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Art Unit: 3653 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 54, 56-58, 61 , 62, 68-70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by US 4,674,251 to Wolff. Wolff discloses, a body (5) with an upper 
screening surface, a lower discharge surface, a plurality of beam formations (5, 6 figure 
1) each of which extends at least partially across the body, at least a first plurality of 
apertures (6) in the body defined by the beam formations, an integrally formed 
reinforcing frame (9) which is at least partially embedded in the body and which is made 
of a first plastics material (c3 lines 16-20), and a plurality of spacers (13) which are 
integrally formed on the frame and at least partially embedded in the body (c4 lines 1-6). 

-Re claim 56, Wolff discloses, the frame includes at least one cross member (4). 
-Re claini 57, Wolff discloses, a plurality of keying formations on the frame (10 c3 
lines 33-37). 

-Re claim 58, Wolff discloses, each of the keying formations is in the form of a 
groove, spigot, or aperture (10 c3 lines 33-37). 

-Re claim 61 , Wolff discloses, he body is made from a second plastics material 
(c2 lines 4-5). 

-Re claim 62, Wolff discloses, the body includes a plurality of location formations 
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(7,8). 

-Re claim 68, Wolff discloses, a plurality of first cross members which extend 
from at least one beam formation in a first direction and a plurality second cross 
members which extend from the one beam formation in second direction which 
is opposite to the first direction, each of the second cross members being directly 
opposite a respective first cross member (5, 6 figure 1 ). 

-Re claim 69, Wolff discloses, screening fomnation with a first screening section 
which extends in a first direction, a second screening section attached to the first 
screening section which extends in a second direction which is different from the first 
direction, a third screening section attached to the second screening section which 
extends in a third direction which is parallel to the first direction and a fourth screening 
section attached to the third screening section which extend parallel the second 

direction (5, 
6 figure 1 ). 

-Re claim 70, Wolff discloses, the second direction is at a right angle to the first 
direction (5,6 figure 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 59 and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wolff. Wolff discloses all the limitations of the claims except the specific numeric 
ratios 2:5 to 2:3 for claim 59 and 2:4 for claim 60. Wolff does show frame elements with 
cross sections that are taller than they are wide (2,4, 9). It would have been obvious to 
one or ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to make the frame 
elements with the specific slenderness ratios to provide adequate rigidity to the frame 
structure. 

5. Claim 55 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wolff in 
view of US 3,351 ,228 to Huisman. Wolff discloses the limitations of claim 54 and, the 
frame is rectangular in outline (figure 1) and defines at least one rectangular opening 
(figure 1) and includes a plurality of inner corners. Wolff does not disclose at least one 
of the inner corners provides an expansion point. Huisman discloses an expansion 
point (abstract) for the purpose of reducing internal stress and buckling (abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have modified Wolff to include the expansion point, as taught by 
Huisman, for the purpose of reducing internal stress and buckling (abstract). 

6. Claim 63 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wolff in 
view of US 6,714,121 to Moore. Wolff discloses all the limitations of the claim except a 
tag, which is located in the body. Moore discloses a tag, which is located in the body 
(19 c5 lines 41-42) for the purpose of automatically tracking items (abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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applicant's invention to have modified Wolff to include a tag, which is located in the 
body, as taught by Moore, for the purpose of automatically tracking the screen. 
7. Claims 64-66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wolff in view of US 4,857,176 to Derrick et al. Wolff discloses all the limitations of the 
claims except at least one beam formation, in cross-section includes a tapered section 
and a support section. Derrick discloses at least one beam formation (50 figure 10), in 
cross-section includes a tapered section (52) and a support section (figure 10) for 
purpose of decreasing the tendency to clog (c1 lines 37-38). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have modified Wolff to include at least one beam formation (50 
figure 10), in cross-section includes a tapered section (52) and a support section (figure 
10) for purpose of decreasing the tendency to clog (c1 lines 37-38), as taught by 
Derrick, for purpose of decreasing the tendency to clog (c1 lines 37-38). 

-Re claim 65, Wolff further discloses a reinforcing insert (12). 

-Re claim 66, Wolff discloses all the limitations of the claim except the tapered 
section has a reducing taper from the screening surface towards the discharge surface 
ad the support section is located between the tapered section and the discharge 
surface. Derrick discloses the tapered section has a reducing taper from the screening 
surface towards the discharge surface ad the support section is located between the 
tapered section and the discharge surface (29", 52, 50 figure 10) for purpose of 
decreasing the tendency to clog (c1 lines 37-38). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 



Application/Control Number: 10/500,871 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3653 

applicant's invention to have modified Wolff to include the tapered section has a 
reducing taper from the screening surface towards the discharge surface ad the support 
section is located between the tapered section and the discharge surface (29", 52, 50 
figure 10), as taught by Den'ick, for purpose of decreasing the tendency to clog (c1 lines 
37-38). 

8. Claims 67 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wolff in 
view of US 4.563,270 to Wolff (referred to hereafter as Wolff 270). Wolff discloses all 
the limitations of the claims except the first plurality of apertures are in communication 
with one another. Wolff 270 discloses the first plurality of apertures are in 
communication with one another (5 figure 1 ) for the purpose of providing a self-cleaning 
effect (abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have modified Wolff to include the first plurality of apertures are 
in communication with one another, as taught by Wolff 270 for the purpose of providing 
a self cleaning effect (abstract). 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 1-10-2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant stated, "an integrally formed reinforcing frame made from a 
plastics material is not suggested by any of the prior art documents." Examiner 
disagrees and maintains that Wolff (251 ) discloses an integrally fonned reinforcing 
frame made from a plastics material. Premouldings (9) are made from plastic 
specifically polyamide or PVC (c3 lines 27+) and are integrally formed and at least 
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partially imbedded as the supports (2) are molded around the premouldings (c3 lines 
15+). 

Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark Hageman whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3027. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Mackey can be reached on (571) 272-6916. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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